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y the revelation and correction of the causes of war. 


RT on inner trends and forecasts of significant developments, dedicated to the preservation of the American way and a free democratic economy by 
the revival and extension of Christian sharing and the prevention of war b } 


teachings are the measurement of truth; that in Christian progress society will move forward constructively and naturally, 
changes as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer 


WE BELIEVE that Christ’s 
thus avoiding the curse of violent 


for both communism and democratic socialism is a re- 


vitalized Christian capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pen- 


sions or security out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. [ 
when authoritative evidence indicates our country is being influenced into the wrong, we believe that the greatest patriotism will 


WE HOLD 


means to set our country right. 


this to be the highest service to patriotism and to God. 


WE STAND for our country, right or wrong, rejoicing when it is right, but 


be to seek through democratic 





Economics and You 

A condensation of top economic 
forecasts and analyses emanating 
from Wall Street and Washington 
indicates slight price reductions in 
most commodities, after a country- 
wide 5 per cent boost in the past 
12 months in foods and basic com- 
modities. The biggest increase has 
been in fruit and vegetables, up 25 
per cent since last September; but 
meat, dairy products, etc., are now 
expected to run slightly lower. Re- 
tail sales in general merchandise 
are 16 per cent lower than this time 
last year and market experts do not 
expect much recovery this season 
beyond the usual pre-Easter flurry. 
So merchants will likely reduce 
stocks with special sales in coming 
weeks, not feeling as certain of 
sustained demands as they have for- 
merly. Men’s suits and usual wool- 
en goods should be available at 
lower prices later this spring, for 
trade is off, wool is down and some 
leading suit and overcoat manufac- 
turers have already cut prices a- 
bout 6 or 7 per cent. 

Farmers, especially the small op- 
erators who feel margin fluctua- 
tions quickly, are being pinched, 
for prices received by the farmer 
for his produce dropped 2 per cent 
in the month of January alone, 
with an over-all drop of 4 per cent 
since Jan. °51. But farmers must 
now pay 5.5 per cent more for com- 
modities and services than this time 
last year. That’s a 10 per cent loss 
of income for most farmers. The 
big issue now coming up centers 
around the fact that, by the end of 
this year, the country’s manufac- 
turing plant capacity will have 
doubled since 1939. What will hap- 
pen in 1953-4 when defense spend- 
ing dwindles? Much economic study 
and research efforts are concentrat- 
ing on that critical problem now. 
More on this later. 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


HE STALEMATE IN KOREA, which involves thousands of Ameri- 

can boys and casts a shadow of anxiety over millions of homes, is 
still not being adequately reported. The truce is being prolonged by the 
Communists as they continue to use the truce negotiations as a sounding 
board to champion the cause of the peoples of Asia — non-Communists 
and Communists — against Western-white domination, while U. S. ne- 
gotiators have countered by trying to limit negotiations to the Korean 
war. That’s the Communist view. 


THE COMMUNISTS HAVE THE FOLLOWING ASSETS to 
work with: (1) Their military leaders defeated the famed MacArthur 
(Most American newsmen on the ground support this view of MacAr- 
thur’s defeat), and the Reds now claim they have held MacArthur’s suc- 
cessors to a costly stalemate in spite of superior western fire-power. Thus 
the Reds have gained great prestige before the eyes of over a billion Asians. 
two-thirds of whom are yet non-Communists. Since the Communist forces 
have accomplished this without using air bombing attacks against civilian 
centers in Korea, all the talk in the U. S. about our extending to the Chi- 
nese cities our devastating bombing attacks (which have already killed 
more Korean civilians than Communists) only adds to the Communist 
prestige. (2) This situation has given the men of color their first oppor- 
tunity in history to meet the dominant white man on a dead level and to 
the world of color this is a tremendous event. The Reds are not missing 
the chance, therefore, to make the truce negotiations a prolonged and 
dramatic pageant of this historic transition. (3) The U. S. military has 
assumed the right to dominate all the coasts of Asia with our fleets and 
bombers, and while the non-Communist Asian nations fear Russia, they 
resent the trade and political domination that goes with our guns and are 
afraid that our presence will increase tensions and the likelihood of war 
— rather than bring peace. Our insistence on keeping Chiang Kai-shek’s 
armies on Formosa, as an auxiliary of American armed power, is like 
keeping a knife at China’s belly. Our non-Communist allies — such as 
India, Indonesia, Burma, etc. — resent this as much as the Reds. Racial 
pride, military censorship and political pressure here and abroad prevent 
these broader truths from being adequately presented to the American 
people, although such eminent observers as Walter Lippman, Justice Wm. 
O. Douglas, publisher John Cowles and others have courageously borne 
witness to these facts. (See Washington Post, Dec. 5, 1951) 


BUT TIME IS VERY MUCH ON THE HOPEFUL SIDE: The 
Communists have about satisfied themselves that they have fully capitaliz- 
ed on their propaganda opportunity in the truce negotiations. Chiang Kai- 
shek is getting too old for effective leadership and his armies are also 
aging and disintegrating to the point where we would have to rearm them 
soon or lose them, and we haven’t enough new armaments to spare to 
rearm even our closest European allies. And the cost of our rearmament 
is now biting in hard on the American taxpayer. Politicians are warning 
the military that they'll have to shorten their lines — save money —stay 
nearer home. 


HE TUG-OF-WAR over Universal Military Training hinges now 
upon the pressure exerted on congressmen by parents, educators and 
churchmen, whose organized efforts are rather timid compared to the 
heat turned on by the powerful forces promoting UMT. Most statements 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Tax Seandals—1924-52 


Corruption in Government is not 
a political problem; it is a moral 
problem. The small-minded, woe- 
fully inadequate men who have be- 
trayed President Truman’s confi- 
dence need to be cleaned out, and 
if the President doesn’t take the in- 
itiative in a decisive and thorough 
way, he will go down in history 
tarred by the same shortcomings 
that have characterized some of his 
associates. But the history of the 
Republican Party provides ample 
evidence that the election of new 
officials from a different party of- 
fers no cure, in spite of current 
GOP campaign propaganda. 

In 1924, during GOP rule under 
Coolidge, a tax scandal was brought 
to light that pales anything as yet 
uncovered in the present Demo- 
cratic odoriferous tax muddle. 
Sen. James Couzens of Michigan, 
an honest and courageous liberal, 
initiated a Senate investigation of 
back door tax deals  involv- 
ing some of the nation’s biggest 
corporations and the Internal Rev- 


enue Dept., then under jurisdiction 
of the Treasury Dept. headed by a 


multimillionaire, Andrew Mellon. 
As pointed out in The Nation (Jan. 
19) Sen. Couzens’ committee ex- 
posed the fact that “Mr. Mellon’s 
Bureau of Internal Revenue had se- 
cretly granted rebates and refunds 
amounting to millions of dollars on 
their income taxes to a number of 
large corporations, including sever- 
al controlled by Mr. Mellon. In one 
report Sen. Couzens estimated that 
the secret refunds totaled well over 
$600 million. Among the corpora- 
tions which benefited were the 
Aluminum Corporation of Ameri- 
ca (Mellon), United States Steel, 
Bethlehem Steel, duPont, Federal 
Ship Building, National Aniline 
Chemical, Gulf Oil (Mellon), and 
the Hearst interests.” 

Just as with mink coat, deep 


freeze and vacations - in - Florida 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





Tax Seandals—1924-52 


(continued) 
deals, it was contended that there 
was nothing actually illegal in these 
tax kickbacks, yet, as the Senate 
Committee pointed out, they repre- 
sented a flagrant betrayal of public 
trust, with powerful corporations 
using their influence and legal staffs 
to secure secret favors from pliant 
and willing tax officials, privileges 
never permitted to the ordinary 
hard-pressed taxpayer. 

It might be added that these e- 
vents followed the Teapot Dome 
oil scandals of the preceding Hard- 
ing regime. The majority of men in 
both political camps are honest and 
responsible, but the vein of corrup- 
tion in others is no respecter of po- 
litical parties. 





The Farm Bureau 

Important changes are taking 
place in the agricultural economy 
of America, changes that especial- 
ly affect the fortunes of the small 
owner-operated farms and the re- 
lationship of the employed city 
worker to our agricultural econ- 
omy. These changes pivot on the 
gathering conflict over the question 
of whether our agricultural econ- 
omy will continue to be based es- 
sentially on individual enterprises 
— or whether the present trend to- 
ward fewer and bigger farms for 
industrialized operation is to con- 
tinue. There are sound arguments 
for both types of agriculture and in 
organizing this report we have been 
impressed with the number of sin- 
cere Christian lavmen working on 
both sides of this question. With 
true sincerity of purpose leading 
the way into the new era, it will be 
possible to chart a course that will 
be based on Christian sharing and 
an honest desire for Christian un- 
derstanding of each man’s problem 
and responsibility. Without that in- 
tegrity of purpose, there would be 
trouble ahead. 

The American Farm Bureau 
Federation is playing a leading part 
in these changes, but its role has 
become increasingly controversial 
because policies of local Farm Bu- 
reaus vary in different counties and 
states — and its policies and lead- 
ers at local levels have often been 
at cross purposes with its national 
leadership. (The Ohio Farm Bu- 
reau, for instance, has long been 
known as a far more liberal and 
progressive group than the nation- 
al organization.) 

Two elements in the Farm Bu- 
reau organization should be kept in 
mind —on one hand, its services 
and educational functions at the 
local level — on the other hand, its 
political and policy-making func- 
tions at the national level. 

For its services and educational 
functions, the Farm Bureau has 
been the most useful and effective 
of all farm organizations, and for 

(continued third col., THIS page) 
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X-Ray and Forecast 


in favor of US: ft are played up in the press, white authoritative testi- 
monies against the law are brushed aside or played down. The pro-UMT 
groups count much on impressing Congress with the tact that the general 
public, which has done little reading or thinking on the question, can be 
quoted from public opinion polls as favoring UMT in a general way. Yet 
parents with sons approaching military age, who have thought and read 
much on the question, are almost all against UMT. This is not because 
they would prevent their sons from serving in the armed forces, but that 
they question the value of shattering educations by military interruptions 
and believe that the training should be integrated into a sound and con- 
tinuous educational program which would also prevent a growing lad 
from spending his most formative years under the influence of military 
brass-hatism with the moral conditions that prevail around the average 
military center. Most educators agree. 


We have covered the UMT problem in detail in past months (Nov. 
19, °51; Jan. 1, °52) and will not review the matter here, but the UMT 
issue now depends entirely upon whether parents, educational and church 
leaders will make their interests felt sufficiently to offset the other pressure 
groups. The American Legion and similar organizations and spokesmen, 
who draw their support from the great industrial blocs most closely and 
profitably identified with the entire arms program, are on the job promot- 
ing UMT. Is your voice being heard? 


NE OF THE GREAT THINGS ABOUT AMERICA has been the 
absence of any real religious strife among the American people. But 
during recent months a drive of growing intensity has been pushed by the 
Catholic hierarchy to “make America Catholic”. Many have been asking. 
“What would a Catholic America mean?” Thus an increasing awareness 
has arisen concerning the differences in the American principles of indi- 
vidual liberty and the traditional doctrines and practices of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy — as now evident in the denial of individual liberty 
and the oppression of non-Catholics in Catholic Spain, Catholic Italy. 
Argentina, Mexico and other Central and Latin-American countries — 
and as was formerly true in those countries that were once Catholic dom- 
inated but are now behind the iron curtain. (Protestants were often severe- 
ly oppressed in old Catholic Poland, Roumania, Bulgaria, etc.) This ten- 
sion now so keenly felt in our national life has been reflected in the up- 
roar over the proposed appointment of an Ambassador to the Vatican. 
It is most important now for us to realize that many informed 
Catholic laymen are just as concerned about th's question as are thought- 
ful Protestants — for they, as Catholic laymen, feel deep lovalty and af- 
fection for the church and faith they have known here; but they feel hurt 
and stung, as they would over the disloyalty of a loved one, when they 
face the undeniable facts of oppression of liberty by Catholic-bred and 
fostered tyrannies elsewhere. For years Between The Lines has revorted 
on the trend among Catholic laymen to try to separate American Cathol- 
icism from old world Roman medievalism, and although the Catholic 
clergy endeavors to suppress all such reports, the trend persists and 
increases. 


THE LATEST VOICE of importance along this line is that of 
the Catholic novelist and philosopher, Thomas Sugrue, whose new book 
“A Catholic Speaks His Mind” is to be published this month (March) by 
Harpers ($1.00). This small volume will arouse much attention and no 
little condemnation. It has already received a two-article review in the 
Christian Herald, with many other periodicals planning similar attention. 

A devout Catholic layman, Mr. Sugrue speaks in deep apprecia- 
tion of his faith and expresses his conviction that religion should deal 
only with the inner world of man. The Pope should thus never have been 
a power in the outer world: the Pope’s mission should be to influence and 
guide rather than rule or dictate. If the Roman Catholic Church had not 
been corrupted by men who sought wordly power, the Church would 
have remained a great bastion of strength in man’s inner world. devoted 
to the redemption of man, believes Mr. Sugrue. A man who presents 
himself as the Vicar of Christ on earth cannot make deals with emperors 
and dictators (the Vatican made working concordats with Hitler and 
Mussolini, which were never abrogated — Editor), traffic in indulgences. 
and sell bishoprics to the highest bidders — without reducing the valued 
character of his spiritual influence. Catholicism in the U. S. has little 
of the mystic left in it, charges the Catholic novelist; it is booming, ag- 
gressive, materialistic, and inclined to use its membership as a paranoid 
pressure group, menacing anyone who dares criticize it in the slightest 
way. Because so much of the financial support the Vatican receives today 
comes from the U. S., American Catholics may soon be dictating to 
Rome. Rome is aware of it, and the Spaniards and Italians, who monopo- 
lize the controls of the Vatican, are already resistant and resentful of the 

(oontinued on NEXT page) 





The Farm Bureau 
(continued) 

30 years the Farm Bureau and the 
Department of Agriculture worked 
hand-in-glove on these projects. In 
fact, the original Farm Bureau was 
established to cooperate with the 
Department of Agriculture’s Ex- 
tension Service (the county agent 
system) in educating farmers in 
scientific agricultural methods. In 
this the Farm Bureau has rendered 
an immeasurable service to the 
American farmer. The State Agri- 
cultural Colleges in their research 
activities and the Department of 
Agricultural Extension — Service 
found in the Farm Bureau the or- 
ganizational links that could bring 
the farmer within reach of increas- 
ing scientific knowledge. 

But the Government agricultur- 
al agencies in a democratic econ- 
omy such as ours had an obliga- 
tion to see that the benefits of ad- 
vanced farming methods were 
made available to the millions of 
farmers who lived on a bare sur- 
vival level, as well as to the more 
prosperous farmers. But scientific 
methods of farming brought enor- 
mous gains in production to the 
well-to-do farmer who had capital 
to invest in modern mechanized 
equipment. hence his lead over the 
poorer farmer multiplied quickly 
—and this gradually led to a split 
over aims and policies between the 
Farm Bureau and the Devartment 
of Agriculture. For the Farm Bu- 
reau increasingly favored the well- 
to-do farmer while the Depart- 
ment of Agyiculture continued its 
policy of promoting basic reforms 
and advances that would benefit 
agriculture at all levels — especial- 
ly attempting to raise production 
levels of the more numerous low- 
income farmers. 

THE LEADERSHIP OF THE 
BUREAU continued to be drawn 
naturally from the ranks of the 
more prosperous farmers, men who 
not only had ability but also 
had the capital to mechanize their 
operations —- as well as the leisure 
to give to Bureau activities. As a 
result the Farm Breau leadership 
has become increasincly conserva- 
tive and has divorced itself to a 
great extent from those policies of 
the Department of Agriculture 
which are sti}l aimed at serving the 
interests of the 2,509,000 farm 
families who are earning less than 


$2,000 a year and can’t invest 
$20,000 in farm machinery. 


The Farm Bureau, drifting into 
conservative controls. teamed up 
with the private power corpora- 
tions in opposing the development 
of public power to produce cheap 
electric service for American farm 
communities. Even as late as 1949, 
with farmers in manv sections of 
the country pleading for the exten- 
sion of the cheap power services 
that had been such a boon to the 

(continued first col., NEXT page) 








The Farm Bureau 
(continued) 

farmers of the great Tennessee 
Valley regions, the Farm Bureau 
still took sides with the private 
utility companies, declaring in its 
convention resolutions that “exist- 
ing utilities generally can supply 
most economically generating fa- 
cilities and high voltage transmis- 
sion lines. We urge the private 
utilities to take the steps neces- 
sary to meet the demand of farm 
people for electrical energy 

We oppose the extension of any 
Valley authority ideas.” This Farm 
Bureau statement was made in the 
face of the fact that the private 
utilities, from the beginning of the 
electrification of America, had 
fought the extension of electrical 
service to the farmers and had op- 
posed all Government projects to 
create cheap power for that pur- 
pose. When Government power 
projects had been created and the 
Rural Electrification Administra- 
tion program was instituted to dis- 
tribute the power to the farmers 
from Government-created power 
sources at rates far below the rates 
charged by the private utilities for 
similar services, the Farm Bureau 
opposed the REA in the same 
words and gestures used by the 
private power corporations. The 
Farm Bureau was compelled to 
shift its position somewhat after the 
devastating Missouri Valley floods 
which ran their course uncheck- 
ed because private power interests 
had thwarted the establishment of 
an MVA flood-control power-pro- 
ducing project. At its 1951 con- 
vention in Chicago the Bureau at 
last proclaimed a qualified support 
of the REA program—a move 
that had a mild beginning in the 
convention of 1950. Some spokes- 
men for the Farm Bureau are now 
even trying to create the impres- 
sion that the Bureau has favored 
the rural electrification projects all 
along but the facts clearly indicate 
otherwise. 

For detailed, authoritative and 
objective studies of the Farm Bu- 
reau’s support of corporate wealth, 
rather than the welfare of the aver- 
age farmer in such matters as elec- 
trical power, manufacturing of fer- 
tilizer, etc., see the following vol- 
umes: “The Farm Bloc” by Weslev 
McCune (Doubleday Doran): “The 
Farmer and the Rest of Us” by 
Arthur Moore (Little Brown); “The 
American Farmer” by Lee Fryer 
(Harpers). These are all written by 
established authorities and the 
books are published by large re- 
sponsible houses. In addition, you 
will find the official Farm Bureau’s 
side in “The Farm Bureau Through 
Three Decades” by O. M. Kile 
(published by Mr. Kile. National 
Press Bldg., Washington. D. C.). 
Then, for the other side. get the 


booklet “The Truth About the 
(continued third col.,, THIS page) 
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Peace is almost impossible today because the moral and spirit- 
ual prerequisites are lacking. Russia’s aggressiveness and communism’s 
infiltration have had much to do with it, but the evils of sovietism 
could not be so conclusive as a barrier to peace if suspicion and fear 
and hatred were not so widespread outside the iron curtain. There is 
enough bad feeling even among the non-Communist nations to prevent 
peace from becoming a reality. Yet if nations beyond the iron curtain 
were really bound together in Christain truth and love, that union 
of strength and purpose among the non-Communist millions would 
stop communism dead in its tracks as physical force can never stop 
it. When we come right down to it, the only place the dove of peace 
can be sure to find a nesting is where the principles of the cross are 
entrenched in the lives and thoughts of the people. 


X-Ray and Foreeast — (continued) 


growing American influence which they feel, in terms of the old world 
cultures, is immature if not barbaric. 

The Catholic philosopher-novelist further charges that when a 
member of the hierarchy condemns a book, a play or a movie and calls 
on all Catholics to boycott the condemned item, the collective power of 
Catholicism is being used as a threat of economic ruin to those who will 
not conform to the likes and dislikes of some bishop, who may be almost 
entirely illiterate in the art he is criticizing. The same forces threaten writ- 
ers and editors; any mention of anything Catholic must be favorable or 
the pressure is turned on. Mr. Sugrue said that he often reviews Catholic 
books; if he finds one that is poorly done and says so, he gets letters say- 
ing “you dirty Protestant!” If Catholic pressure and Catholic censorship 
continue in the future to succeed as they have in recent past, the Roman 
Catholic Church in America will be pushed back two centuries, warns 
Mr. Sugrue. 

A Catholic convert of prominence is welcomed into the Church 
with all the fanfare of a gangster’s funeral, continues Mr. Sugrue, but 
nothing is reported of the steady drift away from the Church. Then the 
author makes a practical suggestion: Selected groups of Christian-spirited 
Catholic and Protestant laymen should organize themselves into discus- 
sion groups and — acting independently of the clergy —- acquaint each 
other with the real facts. 

THE ONLY REMEDY, as we believe is made clear by Mr. 
Sugrue’s comprehensive study, is NOT a movement against Catholicism 
on the part of Protestants. but a spiritual awakening among Protestants 
that will. by its very upsurge, give a new balance and strength to the tra- 
ditional American doctrines of personal responsibility and freedom. Such 
an atmosphere will give courage and leverage to the freedom-loving Cath- 
olic Jaymen who would have America become Catholic only as Catholic- 
ism can be truly American, thus enabling the Catholic Church to realize 
its greatest destiny of spiritual authority and power in the inner life of men. 

DEFENSE OF THE AMERICAN HIERARCHY has been hast- 

. (continued on NEXT page) 





The Farm Bureau 
(continued) 

Farm Bureau” by Dale Kramer 
(available for 15¢ from the Na- 
tional Affairs Press, 404 W. Great 
Falls St., Falls Church, Virginia. 
Mr. Kramer is a well-known and 
reliable reporter, as well as author 
of two recent biographies publish- 
ed by Doubleday). In this booklet, 
Mr. Kramer records, among other 
things, the details as to how the 
Farm Bureau leaders in years past 
offered the Farm Bureau member- 
ship lists — at a price as an ad- 
vertising channel for the promotion 
of the products and political views 
of corporations and big business 
groups which he names. 

LABOR & THE FARM BU- 
REAU: During the past years the 
American Federation of Labor, 
which has traditionally represented 
the skilled craft-workers of Amer- 
ica, has maintained a working alli- 
ance with the Farm Bureau. But 
as the Farm Bureau has_ be- 
come increasingly reactionary, this 
political alliance between the AFL 
and the Farm Bureau has become 
strained. The Farm Bureau, for in- 
stance, opposed most moves to 
ameliorate the miseries of the mi- 
grant farm worker while the AFL 
has not only sought Government 
aid for the migrant worker, but 
has organized unions among them. 
The AFL leaders have been fully 
aware of the irresponsibility and 
the shiftless elements often preva- 
lent among migrant workers, but 
the labor leaders have also been 
sensitive to the fact that if such de- 
plorable wages and working condi- 
tions were permitted to continue, 
the whole wage structure would 
be undermined. 

The AFL has also urged Gov- 
ernment action to check the scan- 
daious abuses of Mexican labor in 
the Southwest where hordes of 
Mexicans have been aided in illegal 
entry and employed at depressed 
standards of pay and_ servitude 
that threatened the wage structure 
which the migrant worker groups 
had painfully built up. The Farm 
Bureau remained silent on this is- 
sue, while by innuendo and secret 
lobbying it threw its weight with 
the great industrial farm operators 
who profited by the Mexican labor. 
(See series of reports in N. Y. 
Times on Mexican migrant labor 
beginning Aug. 9th, 1950). 

Then when the Farm Bureau be- 
gan to oppose the control of prices 
while it continued to demand sub- 
sidy support for the farmer, the 
AFL began its official break with 
the Farm Bureau, a break that was 





completed at the 1951 Chicago 
convention. The AFL — and 


many other agricultural au- 
thorities of note — are charging: 
(1.) that the present Farm Bureau 
policies favor the larger landowner 
whose financial position enables him 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 


The Farm Bureau 
(continued) 

to engage in large scale production 
with equipment and methods im- 
possible for the smaller operator; 
(2.) that unless more attention is 
given to the needs of the small cul- 
tivator, the American owncr-oper- 
ated small farm home will not sur- 
vive; (3.) that the Farm Bureau’s 
announced aim now is to force the 
2,500,000 low-income farmers off 
the land. (Many statements have 
been made recently by present Farm 
Bureau leaders advocating such “in 
the interests of a more stable agri- 
cultural economy”); and (4.) that 
present Farm Bureau policies in 
seeking to boost and protect agri- 
cultural profits are ignoring the wel- 
fare of the urban and _ industrial 
worker, whose ability to buy food 
is the key to farm prosperity. 

Two leading authorities, among 
many others who have so testified 
recently, are Dr. Theo. W. Schultz 
and Dr. D. Gale Johnson, ranking 
economists, who appeared before 
joint committees in Washington 
and charged that Congress, under 
pressure of farm blocs representing 
“big agriculture”, had refused to 
pass legislation needed for the low- 
income farmer who had no repre- 
sentation in Washington, that Con- 
gress had only passed legislation 
favoring those farm groups which 
were so strong that they could get 
their hands in the public treasury. 
They warned that if the process 
continues,the 2,500,000 low-income 
farms would be wiped out. (See 
The Nation, Jan. 14, °50.) Sim- 
ilar charges were made by the 
noted economist Stuart Chase in his 
book, “Democracy Under Pres- 
sure” (published by 20th Century 
Fund °45). 

Yet many intelligent and sincere 
individual farmers believe that the 
day of the so-called family farm or 
sustenance farm is over and agree 
with the Farm Bureau leaders that 
more food should be produced by 
fewer growers and that the 
2,500,000 farms earning less than 
$2,000 should be eliminated from 
agricultural production as uneco- 
nomical. They would simply shift 
such farm labor elsewhere, a proc- 
ess that would set adrift many and 
waste their skill and experience. 
But this view is also being pushed 
by different organizations support- 
ed by large business interests. For 
details, see the report from the “Na- 
tional Planning Ass’n.” (Reviewed 
by Washington Post, N. Y. Times, 
N. Y. Herald Tribune Jan. 29, 52.) 

The Department of Agriculture 
considers that this is a threat to the 
very foundation of the American 
way of life; that when industrial 
farming makes it impossible for a 
man and his family to earn an ade- 
quate living on the smaller farm, 
we will be rapidly drifting towards 
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ily whipped together by another Catholic writer, John Cogley, in the Feb. 
12th issue of Look Magazine. Mr. Cogley is a regular contributor to the 
Commonweal, a leading Catholic lay weekly, which, interestingly enough. 
in its editorial columns often raises the same objections to the practices 
of the hierarchy as does Mr. Sugrue! In fact, the Look article is a rear- 
guard action, endeavoring to argue that the affronts to American liber- 
ties by the Catholic movie censorship, the attempts to boycott books and 
plays, etc., are principally the doings of over-zealous Catholic laymen and 
misrepresents the hierarchy. However, Mr. Cogley does not mention the 
fact that the Catholic pressure on movies and the attempt to ban books 
and plays are nearly always accompanied by ringing pronouncements from 
the bishops and archbishops in support of the attempted bans and boy- 
cotts. Nor does Look Magazine make it sufficiently clear that Mr. Cogley 
is one of the favorite lay voices of the hierarchy. He is a special writer for 
the youth periodicals of the Church which are distributed by the arch- 
bishops and bishops in all the parochial schools and Catholic colleges 
throughout the country. He can hardly be said to speak for the average 
Catholic layman. 


TILL MORE SIGNIFICANT is the fact that the split between med- 

ievalism and modern democratic thought within the Catholic Church 
goes much deeper than just the American laity; it goes all the way to the 
Pope. Because the Vatican is almost entirely a Spanish-Italian monopoly 
(the membership of the College of Cardinals, the body that really rules 
the Catholic world, is about 75 per cent Italian), the political, social and 
economic views of the Vatican have usually followed the feudalism that 
still exists in Spanish and Italian economic life where the Church is tight- 
ly bound to the landed aristocracy and industrial olegarchies. As we re- 
ported some time ago, and, as Mr. Sugrue reveals in his new book, even 
the Pope himself seems to be breaking from the tight grip of the old- 
world philosophy and has been endeavoring to disassociate the Church 
from its traditional alliance with wealth and tradition and move closer to 
the democratic Socialists and non-Communist left-wing movements which 
have been an increasing element of strength to all the labor ranks in Eu- 
rope. It is known that there is much resistance within the Vatican itself to 
these trends recognized by the Pope. When the Pope has condemned 
communism and capitalistic selfishness in the same breath — as he has 
on some occasions lately — the American Catholic press keeps a stony 
silence and those more rabid reactionary elements in Catholic laity, such 
as John T. Flynn, the Catholic Senators McCarthy, McCarran et al, who 
never cease to slash out at any Protestant pronouncement that challenges 
the sanctity of capitalism, also give this news the silent treatment. But 
the more liberal factions of the American hierarchy, such as the able and 
scholarly Archbishop Cushing of Boston, who works closely with the CIO, 
and Cardinal Stritch of Chicago, a noted fighting liberal, are quick to rec- 
ognize the Pope’s more liberal trend and give it emphasis within their dio- 
ceses. Cardinal Spellman, however, leans heavily towards the conservative 
cliques both here and in the Vatican. Until recently the former Monsig- 
nor Sheen, now Bishop Sheen, was another strong liberal voice in 
the Church, but apparently he had become too influential, for recently he 
was made an auxiliary bishop to Cardinal Spellman. This means that the 
brilliant scholar-philosopher-priest, whose thinking and public utterances 
were rapidly making him the principal Catholic voice in America, can now 
only speak under the authority and sponsorship of the very dull, pedes- 
trian-minded cardinal. 

These reports of the differences in the views of the hierarchy, 
both here and abroad, are not rumors, but are based on the statements 
of liberal-minded, lay Catholic educators intimately associated with the 
clergy in Catholic universities, men who are friendly to Between The 
Lines and its effort to provide laymen of all faiths with honest and fair 
information. (Also see the Christian Century, Jan. 17, ’51 for an authori- 
tative review of the split in the hierarchy.) 


(continued) 





OW THE FELLOWSHIP WIDENS: A reader from Washington 
state writes, “When I have finished reading each issue of 
Between The Lines, J put a new address and stamp on it, hand it to 
someone here in town to read, then drop it in the mail for the new 
address.” A congressman writes, “Basically the message you convey 


in your X-Ray and Forecast is what the world needs . . . I am taking 
the liberty of placing in the Congressional Record part of this column 
. . . I would like your further views on the subject if vou have time 
to write me.” A reader from Pennsylvania writes, “Will you bill me 
for 50 copies — I know of no such quickly-readable article that has 
comparable over-all scope and middle-road inierpretation of things as 
they really are... thanks for your contribution to the main stream of 
that philosophy that seems to me to be the greatest need of the hour.” 











The Farm Bureau 
(continued ) 
disaster as far as economic freedom 
is concerned. 

The AFL has organized the Na- 
tional Farmers Union to represent 
more specifically the interests of 
tenant farmers and low-income 
farmers. Where the Farmers Union 
has clashed with the larger farmer 
organizations, the union has been 
labelled “communistic”, which is a 
rather cowardly dodge by those who 
do not want to face the fact that 
there are yet great numbers of un- 
derprivileged farmers whose inheri- 
tance of poverty and misfortune 
has prevented them from accumu- 
lating enough capital to reach high- 
er levels of land ownership and suc- 
cessful mechanized cultivation. The 
Farmers Union no doubt sometimes 
also finds itself embracing irrespon- 
sible and undesirable elements, but 
it is backed by the average Ameri- 
can skilled craftsmen that make up 
the ranks of the AFL. 


There is no denying the fact that 
Farm Bureau officials are constant- 
ly lobbying in Washington for those 
Government aids that in cash or 
marketing legislation benefit the 
large cultivator, but when the same 
benefits are proposed for the tenant 
farmer or the small landowner, the 
Farm Bureau leaders immediately 
cry “socialism”. They are like the 
corporations who think large Gov- 
ernment subsidies are fine for them 
but bad for the little fellow — who 
don’t feel guilty when their hands 
are in the public treasury but, at the 
suggestion of benefits for smaller 
groups or individuals, warn solemn- 
ly that “The American people are 
being pampered by Washington and 
seduced into socialism”. 


FEW SEEM TO REALIZE: If 
American agricultural production 
comes under minority control, be- 
comes dominated by interests that 
ignore the needs of the industrial 
worker, the tenant farmer and the 
less fortunately situated small land- 
owner, then any serious financial 
crisis could rush us all into the very 
situation we seek to avoid. For ex- 
tensive unemployment and hunger 
in the cities will very likely result 
in such an upheaval as will leave all 
landowners under the severe dic- 
tates of the state — a condition al- 
ready prevailing in many countries 
on both sides of the iron curtain. 

As you attempt to evaluate the 
Farm Bureau, do not confuse its 
national policy function and its lo- 
cal service and educational func- 
tion. On the national political level, 
the Farm Bureau has represented 
chiefly the larger farmers and in- 
dustrial agriculture and allied itself 
closely with the interests of corpor- 
ate wealth. But on the local level 
it has rendered tremendous service 
to American farm life through its 
program of services and education. 





